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ABSTRACT 



< - Thirty-three Parent-Child Centers (Pctis) v are grouped 

into five clusters according to thematic orientation of content or 
intent for parents' and children'^ programs in order to provide 
models which may be viewed as strata in selecting Centers as sampling 
points for Phase II of the national PCC evaluation — an in-depth study 
of project impact on low- income member families at the sample 
Centers. The rationale, is presented^ for the choice ^of the particular- 
Center to be studied within ^each cluster. Seven chapters make up the 
report, the first describing * the techniques used to. obtain the j 
clusters .& Chapters II through VI describe the five clusters 
identified, the implications for- impact which might be expected as a 
function of each model, and ; the, characteristics of* the Cepter chosen 
to represent each particular model in /Phase II. Chapter VII 
sum marizes .characteristics of PCCs ^selected as sampling points for 
the Phase II investigation of 'impacjt. Appendices are included on 
focus a nd r leadership items, variables entered, in preliminary 
clustering attempts, apd' additional /data descriptive of the centers 
- within each cluster. (LH) - •/ » . ' 
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SUMMARY 



Thirty-three Parent-Child Centers have been grouped into 
five clusters according to thematic orientation of content or 
intent for parents’ and, children's programs. That' has been 
done to provide models which may be viewed as strata in selecting 
Centers as sampling points for Phase II.. of the national PCC 

evaluation — an in-depth study of project impact on low income 

v ° *. s * 

member families at the sample Centers. Program characteristics 

held in common by Centers 'in each of the five clusters may be • 

• • i . ' . ' 

summarized as follows: *. 



v >■ 



Cluster 

Number 



Parent program 



Educational thrust toward 
"parenting*'-^ teaching pf 
child development and home 
management skills 



(Same as Cluster 1) 



Children's Program 

— [ f^— 

Genereyl developmental- 
affective approach, - 
providing "warmth and 
comfort" , 

t 



; Emphasis on cognitive. 

‘ stimulation — elements 
of a planned learning 
approach 



■■I 



Fostering careers — help 
toward establishing educa- 
tional credentials or day, 
care provision for working 
mothers 



Emphasis on cognitive 
-stimulation 



4 . 



(Same as Cluster 3) 



General developmental- 
affective approach 



Generally supportive, 
emphasizing provision or 
referral of social services 



General developmental- 
affective approach 
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Several preliminary attempts to cluster PCCs meaningfully 
along empirical dimensions or goals failed because of the great 
diversity among individual Centers. After the above typologies 
were ..derived^ further stratification was obtained on the nature 
of home visit programs: 






Families Served 
in Home Visits 



Content of Home 
Visit Activities 






A significant proportion of 
home visit families are differ- 
ent from those served at the 
PCC — - home visits used to 
extend PCC service to a 
greater range of families 



Emphasis on social service 
and general supportive 
activities ’■ 



(Same as Type. 1) 



Emphasis on cognitive/ 
educational instruction 



Home visit families tend to 
be the same ones served at 
the PCC home visits used 
■to supplement or reinforce 
activities at the Center 



7 . \ 



(Same as Type 1) 



1 - 



(Same as Type 3) 



(Same as Type 2) 



5 



Essentially no home visit- program — visits made only 
irregularly to meet special circumstances •. . . 



- Six Centers were selected to represent all cluster and . <• 
home visit strata in the Phase II sample. Those Centers, were 



also chosen with an eye toward balancing on staff patterns, 
PAC decision-making power, locale, etc. in relation to the 
population of all 26 Centers which do -not have an Advocacy 
Component. Advocacy sites were excluded from -consideration * 
because of the atypicality introduced by the presence of that 
function. 
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